There are four types of reports available from the IDEA course evaluation system (Unit Summary,
Question Mean Analysis, Response Rate, Individual Faculty Report). Once logged in select the reports
tab. The screenshot below will look a little different than yours since my permissions are different, but
you should still have a reports tab.
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The Unit Summary Report is based on the selection of an organizational unit for which an admin has
permissions. The report is divided into 3 areas (Teaching Method Priorities, Optimization of Relevant
Learning, Learning Environment and Context). Benchmarking is against all other institutions who use
IDEA. For example, the Optimization of Relevant Learning section includes percent of sections rating the
objective as relevant on the objective selection form (1 or 2) and the corresponding percentage of all
IDEA courses that rate the objective as relevant. This section along with the Learning Environment and
Context are populated only when the Learning Essentials or Diagnostic form is used for evaluation.

Unit Summary Report

Teaching Method Priorities Section

Compares utilization frequency of methods and styles to IDEA database based on weighting of
objectives by the colleges.



Unit Summary Report
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Optimization of Relevant Learning Section

Compares students’ perception of progress on relevant learning objectives weighted by colleges to the
IDEA database. Includes breakout by raw average and percent of sections weighting each objective.

Unit Summary Report

Ride: Course Evaluation Adminisrator, hova Southeastenn Linbersity Term: Winter 2017
Data Yersion: IDEA 2014
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Student Ratings of Progress on Relevant Objectives

Relevant Objectives (Impartant or Essential)

Obj. 1 Gaining & basic understanding of the subgpect {eg., factual
knowledge, methods, principles, generalizations, theories)

Qbj. Z Developing knowledge and understanding of diverse
perspectives, global awarensss, or other culbures

Relevant Objectives (Impartant or Essential)
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Learning Environment and Context Section

Provides converted score distributions for comparison of learning outcomes based on student and
course characteristics for NSU courses and the overall IDEA database.

Unit Summary Report
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Average Ratings

Course Characteristics Unit Average  IDEA Aesrage
Amaount of coursework 14 14
Difficulny of swubject mamer 14 14
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Course Characteristics Unit fuerage  IDEA Assrage
Amaunt of coursework 2% 6%
Difficulny of subject mamer 225 185

In addition to the Unit Summary report, Response Rate and Question Mean Analysis reports are
available for each selected organizational unit. Response rate reports can be viewed for a current
ongoing administration or for a closed past administration. The report also gives an overall response
rate by the unit (college, dept, etc.) and breakdown by the course section and instructor.



Response Rate Report

Response Rate Report
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Question Mean Analysis Report

The Question Mean Analysis report provides the mean and standard deviation for each question in the
course evaluation, including any added questions (e.g., Honors questions). This report can also be
calculated by the college and department.

Question Mean Analysis

Role: Course Evaluaton Adminsstrator, Mowva Sowtheastern University
Ewaluation: |DEA Diagnostc Feadback (2016 Term: Winter 2007

& Organization Unic: Nova Sautheastern University

* IDEA Diagnostic Feedback (2076)
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Made it clear how aach topic fic ina the course 435 1.06 1905
Pravided meaningful feedback on stedents' scademic perfermance 4.2 1.19 1904
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* honors

Analyze, synthesize, and evaluate a broad range of material, 4.45
Comsiger topics for furthes work in the subject area or discipline. 4.41
Develop effective written commanicadon skills, 4.34
Develop effective verbal communication skills. 434
Lize knowdedze and logic when considering the consequences of an idea. 4.4
Evaluation Questiens Mean

Faculty Interactive Reports
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Finally, IDEA provides individual interactive course reports where faculty can review their scores on
relevant objectives and receive feedback on what areas might be strengths and what areas there may be
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room for improvement.
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Faculty can also actively filter and compare their scores to other courses within their department or
even their respective college under the segment comparison tab.
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